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Claims 1-20 and 22-24 are pending in the application. In the office action, claims 1-20 
md 22-24 were rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as 
being unpatentable over claim 5 of U.S. Patent No. 7,632,334. Claims 1-20 and 22-24 were 
rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patentirig as being unpatentable 
over elaim 5 of U.S. Patent No. 7,625,422. Claims 1-20 and 22-24 were rejected on the ground 
of iiQnatatBtory obyiousness-type double patesnting as being unpatentable over cledm 5 of US> 
Patent No. 7,651,547. 

Reconsideration of the appliealion based on the following remarks is j-espectfuUy 
requested. 

Applicants subttiit concurrently herewith thi^ee (3) terniinal disclaimers to overcome the 
nonstatutofy obviousness-type double patenting rejectionB based ott U.S. Patent Nos, 7>632334; 
7,625,422 and 7,651,547. 

Withdrawal of the obviousness-type double patenting rejections is respectfltlly 
requested. 
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CONCLUSIQNS 



If, in the opinion of the Examiner, a telephone conferenc«i would expedite the 
prosecutioa of the subject application^ the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned 
attorney. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any unpaid fees deemed required in 
connection with this submission, inciuding any stdditional filing or application processing 
foes required imder 37 C.FJR. § L 1 6 or 1 .17,: or to credit any ovetpayoient, to Deposit 
Account Ho. 1 2- 1 21 6. 




Erik R, Swanson, Reg/No. 40,833 
LEYDIG, VOIT & MAYER, LTD, 
Two Prudential Plaza, Suite 4900 
1 80 North Stetson Avenue 
Chicago. Olinois 60601-6731 
(312) 61 6-5600 (telephone) 
(3 12) 616-5700 (facsimile) 




Date: July 22, 2010 
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